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ELEVEN AMERICAN PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATES HAVE QUALIFIED 
FOR GOVERNMENT MATCHING FUNDS FOR THEIR 1976 CAMPAIGNS UNDER 
A NEW LAW THAT PROVIDES FOR PUBLIC FUNDING OF ELECTIONS, 
CHRIS KERN HAS A BACKGROUND REPORT ON WHAT THE LAW WILL 0O 
AND THE DEBATE OVER WHAT IT CAN AND SHOULD ACCOMPLISH, 

VOICE: 

ITS SUPPORTERS HOPE 1T WILL OPEN A NEW REFORM ERA IN 
AMERICAN POLITICS. ITS CRITICS FEAR THAT IT WILL RESTRICT 
FREE POLITICAL EXPRESSION, BUT BY ANY STANDARD, THE NEW 
ELECTION SPENDING LAW IS A MILESTONE. FOR THE FIRST TIME, 
THERE ARE LEGAL LIMITS ON THE AMOUNT OF MONEY PRESIDENTIAL 
CANDIDATES CAN SPEND TO WIN ELECTION. AND FOR THE FIRST 
TIME, CAMPAIGNS FOR PRESIDENT ARE BEING PARTLY FUNDED BY 
THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT, 

THE FIRST TREASURY CHECKS WENT OUT LAST WEEK TO ELEVEN 
DECLARED CANDIDATES AND BOTH MAJOR US. PARTIES. THE AMOUNTS 
SO FAR ARE RELATIVELY SMALL BY AMERICAN PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN 
STANDARDS, BUT THEY WILL GROW CONSIDERABLY AS THIS ELECTION 
YEAR WEARS ON, WITHIN THE LAW'S TOTAL SPENDING LIMITS, THE 
GOVERNMENT WILL MATCH CONTRIBUTIONS OF UP TO TWO-HUNDRED-FIFTY 
DOLLARS THAT PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATES RECEIVE FROM PRIVATE 
DONORS, BOTH MAJOR PARTIES WILL RECEIVE ABOUT TWO MILLION 
DOLLARS TO HELP PAY FOR THEIR NOMINATING CONVENTIONS. AND 
THE CANDIDATES WHO QUALIFY FOR FUNDS FOR THE NOVEMBER GENERAL 


ELECTION CAN GET UP TO TWENTY MILLION DOLLARS EACH. 
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THE TOTAL AMOUNTS SEEM LARGE, BUT THEY WILL REPRESENT A 
DISTINCT REDUCTION FROM THE AMOUNT OF MONEY SPENT IN RECENT 
PRESIDENTIAL YEARS. RICHARD NIXON'S 1972 CAMPAIGN COST MORE 
THAN SIXTY MILLION DOLLARS == AN ALL TIME HIGH -=- AND THE 
PRICE OF TRAVEL, SALARIES AND ADVERTISING KEEPS GOING UP. 
THIS YEAR, CANDIDATES ARE LIMITED TO TEN MILLION DOLLARS EACH 
TO WIN THEIR PARTIES' NOMINATIONS AND TWENTY MILLION FOR THE 
GENERAL ELECTION, 

BUT THE NEW ELECTION LAW 1S DESIGNED TO DO MORE THAN 
SIMPLY HOLD DOWN THE ESCALATING COST OF PRESIDENTIAL POLITICS, 
IT'S INTENDED TO REDUCE THE INFLUENCE OF WEALTHY PRIVATE 
CONTRIBUTERS ON THE ELECTION OUTCOME, GOVERNMENT MATCHING 
FUNDS ARE PROVIDED ONLY FOR THE FIRST TWO-HUNDRED-FIFTY 
GBOLLARS THAT A CANDIDATE RECEIVES FROM ANY SINGLE DONOR. 

AND THERE ARE STRICT LIMITS ON THE AMOUNT THAT ANY INDIVIDUAL 
CAN SPENO IN ANY ONE ELECTION YEAR. 

THE RESTRICTIONS ON BOTH CANDIDATES AND DONORS ARE 
CONTROVERSIAL AND THE VALIDITY OF THE NEW ELECTION SPENDING 
LAW IS UNDER CHALLENGE IN A LAWSUIT NOW BEFORE THE U.S. 
SUPREME COURT. ITS CRITICS SAY THE LAW FAVORS MAJOR PARTY 
CANDIDATES AND INCUMBENT OFFICE-HOLDERS AT THE EXPENSE OF 
MINOR PARTY CANDIDATES AND CHALLENGERS BECAUSE LESS WELL~ 
ESTABLISHED CANDIDATES HAVE TO SPEND MORE MONEY JUST TO GET 
THEIR VIEWS BEFORE THE VOTERS. THAT, THE CRITICS ARGUE, 
UNCONSTITUTIONALLY RESTRICTS FREE POLITICAL EXPRESSION, A 
CHARGE THE SUPREME COURT IS EXPECTED TO RULE ON IN THE NEXT 
FEW WEEKS. 

THE COURT'S DECISION WILL AFFECT AMERICAN PRESIDENTIAL 


POLITICS FOR YEARS TO COME, IF IT UPHOLDS THE LAW, 
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IT SEEMS LIKELY THAT THERE WILL BE EVEN TIGHTER 
RESTRICTIONS ON POLITICAL SPENDING IN THE FUTURE AND 
GROWING RELIANCE ON GOVERNMENT MATCHING FUNDS, BUT IF 
IT DECLARES THE LAW UNCONSTITUTIONAL, THIS COUNTRY'S 
FLIRTATION WITH PUBLIC CAMPAIGN FINANCING COULD WELL 


COME TO AN END. 
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